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Itt The Drawiaas: 

Please substitute the attached clean drawing of Fig* 2 for the pending drawing of Fig» 1 
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Present Status of the Application 

The drawings and specification are objected. The Office Action rejected all presently;|r4>r; 
pending claixns l-4« Specifically, the Office Action rejected claims 1 under 35 U«S«C 112, 
paragr^h, as failing to comply wilfa the enaiblement requirement and as being indefinite^ 
felling to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant, regards 
die inv»tion. The Office Action further rejected claims 1, 3 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
being unpatentable over AAPA in view of Matsko et al. (US 4,331,996). The Office Action 
rejected claim 2 xinder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over AAPA in view of Matsko 
al. and Solomon (US 5,053,978). Applicants have amended a drawing and the specificaticm: iP|5.'^ri| 
overcome the objection and have amended claims 1^ 3 and 4 to improve clarity. After «itry <>||^|^ 
the foregoing amendments^ claims 1-4 remain pending in the present s^jplicatira, 
reconsideration ofthose claims is respectfully requested. 



Discussion of objections 



^ mm 



According to the Office Action* the drawings were objected to since an upper trace 
Fig.2 is drawn such that it is hard to understand. M response thereto, q>plicants have ameiod^; 
the upper trace into two traces for easy understanding. 
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Tying errors in claims U 3 and 4 are amended. Further, paragraph [0008] of 
specification is amended and therefore '"dme 76" is substituted by 'lime Every feature i^i :| 

the amended Specification and Claiins are shown in Figs, 1-3 and paragr^h [0019] of thi^>;^;^^^^ 
Specification. No new matter is entered- 



Discussion of Office Action Rejections . /f ^N-'l 

The Office Action rejected claim 1 under 35 U.S,C, 112, first paragraph. Mor^^ ^ jig J 



particularly, claim 1 is rqected under 35 U-S*C 112, first paragr^ as felling to coxB^ly witM^ 
the enablement requirement The Office Action rejected claim 1 for the following phrase ir^ fh^ 
claim: **the switch circuit, for det^mining whdher or not to turn on/off said switch circuit \ Thi^ 
Applicants amend the claim 1 as above such that the switch circuit is detemuned whether or:iap|^.^ ifl^ 
to turn on/off by said starts circuit Accordingly, withdrawn of the rejection is respectfoUj|;!'^^ 
requested. j 

The Office Action fiirther rejected claim 1 due to following "said starts relay and tmcs||^|^^ 
relay are connected in parallel*', and the Office Action asserted that both relays form an OR lOgiQ: 
connection. However, two devices connecting in parallel means that the voltage diffeieqci^^'^ 
ber^een the coimected ends of the two devices are the same. (Fundamentals of Electric Circi^t^r ^^^^ 
2/e, by Charles K. Alexander & Matthew N.O. Sadiku, Chapter 2.3) That is^ the voltag^^|||j 
differ^ice between fhe right and left ends of the starter rday 24 shown in FIG^ 3 is the $ame^^:;|i| • 
the voltage diffidence between the right and left ends of the timer relay 25. Even both relays f^??^' ^^^^ 
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an OR logic coxmectiQn, it means that the ''result of the OR logic" is obtained on the right ends ^ofjij;^^^^ 



the starter relay 24 and timer relay 25 but not means that whenever timer is activated^ the staite^i; ( 



relay is activated too. In other words, because the timer relay 25 and the starter relay 24 could ^ S : 
designed such that they are turned on/off in different situati<m$» it is possible that the starter rda^ ii^fi 
24 remains off while the timer relay 25 is on. Accordingly, withdrawn of the rejection fl^^ ' 
respectfully requested. ; 'f^M 



The Office Action further rejected claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, "-'^''^ ^ ' 



bdng indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter wMisH:'^ n5^; 



appUcant regards as the invention. To overcome the rejection, the Applicants amend tfie claiin ^ /^l^ ^ J; 
above. Accordingly, withdrawn of the rqection is req[>ectfidly requested. '\i^k->^ 



. The Office Action further rejected claims 1, 3 and 4 under 3 S U S.C 1 03(a) as b^#: 
unpatentable over AAPA in view of Matsko et al. (US 4,331,996). Applicants respectfu^^ 
traverse the rqecdons for at least the reasons set forth below. '^^1 ■ 

As stated in the Office Action, the AAPA does not disclose activation of the starter r^aw y 
in a power-up process (page 5 - page 6). However, the AAPA does not disclose the claini^^?|| W:: 
feature "said ^'in^y syf'^ ch and said switch circuit are connected in parallel fiarming a first par^e|^ ||^: 
circuit, &aid starter relay and tamer relay are coxmccted in parallet forming a second paraUeltjy^:^^ 
circuit, said first parallel circuit and said second circuit are coxmected in series" as claimed. i^| ^f^^^ 
claim 1, either. / ''^ <jt>! :p 
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Even combined with Matsko, combination of the AAPA and Matsko still does iiot; 



disclose the following feature ^$aid timer switch and said switch citcuit are connected in oaralliBiiil \i*^;^^^^ 
forming a first parallel circuit, said starter relay and timer relay are connected in parallel formiiilg 
a second parallel circuity said first parallel circuit and said second circuit are connected in senes'i^it^ ^^'^^ 
as claimed in claim 1. The Office Action states that ".,,1hc starter rclfQr (element UVRC in Fij^^i 
1) ... The timor relay detemiines whether or not to turn on/off the timer switch (elemoit \J\t&C, 
in Fig. 1). . in page 6, Therefore, the Office Action takes the element UVRC as the starter relay! 
and the timer switch. However, the timer switch should connect parallel with the swftcti 



eircnit and tihe starter rdav should connect parallel with the timer relay as claimed in claiin^ 
hit is impossible to simultaneously parallel connected with timer relay and switch circuit whil^i^ U> 



timer relay is serially connected with the switch circuit. Therefore, combination of the AAPA; 
and Matsko does not render claim 1 obvious. 

Accordingly, claim 1 i$ patentable over AAPA and Matsko. 

As a matter of law, claims 3 and 4 are patentable over AAPA and Matsko since their- 
dependent claim, claim 1 , is patratable ova- AAPA and Malsko. 

The Office Action further rejected claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being xmpatentabie'; 
over AAPA in view of Matsko and Solomon (US 5,053,978). Applicants respectfully traverse .th€(: 
rejections for at least the reasons set forth below. 



0m 

■■/:-:3sS 
■>--l/,\<i 

> .-..r^f -jV: 



As discussed above, the AAPA does not disclose activation of the starter relay in a 



power-up process (page 5 - page 6). However, the AAPA does not disclose the claimed feaftirel 
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'^said timer switch and said switch circuit are connected in parallel foxming a first parallel cin^iii^|? b'^^li !;u:y 
said starter relay and timer r elay are connected in parallel fimnizig a second parallel drcuit, ^dp §^ 
first parallel circuit and said second circuit are connected in series'' as claimed in claim 1, dther:|j:^^i^ 
Even combined with Matsko, combination of the AAPA and Matsko still does not disclose: th^f^^ ^^^^^ 
same feature and therefore combination of the AAPA and Matsko does not render claim U':^ 
obvious. Further^ even combined with Solomon, the combination of AAPA in view of Mabkofi; iff S ^ 



and Solomon does not disclose the same feature of claim 1 stated above» and tbexefore does noj^ Jf ^ 



render claim 1 obvious. Accordingly claim I is patentable ov^ AAPA in view of Matsko Ito^ 



Solomon. 

Accordingly, claim 2 is patentable ov«r AAPA in view of Matsko and Solomon &s a; 
matter oflscw since its dependent clajm* i.e., claim 1, is patentable over AAPA. 



For at least tiie foregoing reasons, applicant respectfully submits that independent claii^ 
I patently define over the prior ait references, and should be allowed. F or at least the sani^; 
reasons, depend^t claims 2-4 patently define over the prior art as wdl. 
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CONCXUSION 

For at least the foregoing reasoiis» it is believed that the pmding claimfi 1-4 are in prop^ 
ccmditioQ for allowance. If tbe Examiner believes that a telephone cooferexice would expedite 
the examination of the above-identified patent application, the Examino: is invited to caU^the 
undersigned. 



.w^il i^ilCf 



Jianq Chyun Intellectual Property Office 

7*Floor-l,No. 100 

Roosevelt Road, Section 2 

Taipei, 100 

Taiwan 

Tel: 011-886-2-2369-2800 
Fax: 01 1-886-2^2369-7233 
Email: belinda@icipgroup.com,tw 
Usa@icipgroup.com-tw 



Respectfkdly submitted, 
Belinda Lee 

Registration No.: 46,863 
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